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Volcanoes and Climate

I was interested to read Professor Bob Carter’s letter (April 15), as a strong denial of man-made climate change goes against the consensus view of climate scientists. A quick check of his scientific papers shows that he’s been quite prolific for the past 40 years, though not generally in areas concerning man-made global warming. Sourcewatch.org describes Bob as a research geologist with a personal interest in the issue of climate change.

That doesn’t stop him from extensively communicating with the media as an expert on the subject, most recently a denial piece in the UK’s Telegraph. As with the remaining climate contrarians, his views seem to go straight to the media rather than bothering with the peer-review process normally considered crucial in scientific research, that he uses in his day job.

Maybe they’re too busy spreading the word to allow the details to be scrutinised, but that road leads to erroneous assertions being presented as fact to a wide audience. 
Barry Jelbert (Wellington)
 

Response

1. I thank Mr Jelbert for noting that I have contributed to the scientific literature during my career. Interested readers can find the details here: http://members.iinet.net.au/~glrmc/new_page_4.htm.

2. Seeing as man-made global warming has yet to be measured as distinct from the background natural climate signal, it is scarcely surprising that I have not published on it. My science contributions are based on factual data, not unproven assumptions.

3. It is one of the duties of a professional scientist to communicate with the media when appropriate; “consensus views” and “peer review” have nothing to do with it, and being criticized goes with the territory.

4. I am not sure what a “denial piece” is. In any event, readers can judge for themselves, by accessing: http://www.telegraph.co.uk/opinion/main.jhtml?xml=/opinion/2006/04/09/do0907.xml

The Telegraph article is a critical analysis of alarmism in the cause of anthropogenic climate change, of which Mr Jelbert is clearly a part, and a discussion of some of the reasons for it.

5. I am also unsure what a “climate contrarian” is, other than an intentionally derogatory phrase. Regarding human-caused climate change, I am agnostic. Which is to say, I neither believe nor disbelieve that humans have an effect on global climate, because the evidence remains inconclusive. 

The temperature variations measured during the last 100 years define a climate variability which falls well within the known earlier (geological) variability. Therefore, the correct null hypothesis - until convincing information is forthcoming otherwise - is that contemporary climate changes are natural.

Bob Carter (Townsville)

